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galzu I, Melishipak I, and Nazimaruttash I. The three next, Burna Buriash 

I, Kashtiliash II, and Agum III, seem to have their chief reason for existence 
in the avoidance of the Ulam Buriash synchronism. From the Amarna period, 
he has Kara Indash I, Kurigalzu II, Kadashman Enlil I, and Burna Buriash 

II. In his earlier study he could not fit his scheme into the Egyptian 
synchronisms, and he expressed his skepticism of the Egyptian chronology; 
now he has succeeded in adapting his results to the Egyptian data. 

Nebuchadnezzar I is now firmly fixed as the third king of the Fourth 
Dynasty. It is therefore probable that his father, Ninurta nadin shum, 
was the second, but unfortunately only Ninurta .... is preserved on the 
new as on the old list. If Nebuchadnezzar was the writer of the Ninurta 
tukulti Ashur letter, then his father was certainly king. We already knew 
that Enlil nadin apal and Marduk nadin ahe followed Nebuchadnezzar, 
and the reviewer had suggested (AJSL, XXXVI, 151 f.) that next came 
Ittit Marduk balatu, seemingly the son of Marduk nadin ahe, that Marduk 
shapik zer mati broke this line as a usurper, and that the line was restored 
by Adad apal iddina. As an actual fact, our chief tablet shows enough of 
each of the next three lines to prove that these three kings followed and in 
this order. 

The last king of the Sixth Dynasty is shown to be Shiriqtu Shuqamuna 
and the fifth of the Eighth, Nabu shum ukin I. Weidner assigns Marduk 
zakir shum to 851-828, but he was living in 825 when he forced a very dis- 
advantageous treaty on Shamshi Adad V. Under the reign of Sennacherib, 
we should restore Nergal ushezib as the son of G(a-hul. Clay has long argued 
that Kandalanu was not the same as Ashur bani apal; the regular opposition 
of the two on these tablets proves him right. 

The little book is for the close student of Assyrian history. For such, 
there has not appeared so fundamental a work in many a long day. 

A. T. Olmstead 
University op Illinois 

THE HITTITE PROBLEM 
There are those who insist that it is useless to try to decipher any new 
script until a bilingual has come to hand. The Rosetta Stone and the Rock 
of Behistun will be called on as witnesses to the truth of such an assertion. 
On the other hand, the reviewer believes that as long as there is a live 
student of language left there will be attempts made to decipher the undeci- 
phered — bilingual or no bilingual. The "Hittite" hieroglyphs have had 
many decipherers, but probably not one out of twenty ventured to publish 
his results. The decipherments of Sayce, Jensen, and Thompson — to 
mention by name a few of those who divulged their secret — were given out 
before the Boghaz-keui documents became available. And now Bodley's 
learned librarian has tried his hand at the task. 1 Perhaps, when the riddle 
of the hieroglyphs is finally solved, some of his results will stand. 

' The Hittites (Schweich Lectures for 1918). By A. E. Cowley. London: Oxford 
University Press, 1920. vlii +94 pages. 
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Like most of those interested in this problem, the reviewer hoped that 
the publication of the cuneiform documents found by Winckler would lead 
to an early conquest of the hieroglyphs. This hope now seems doomed to 
be blasted. In the first place, the excavations have made it probable that 
most, if not all, of the hieroglyphic inscriptions date from a period consider- 
ably later than that of the cuneiform texts. In the second place, the work 
done so far on the latter shows that we have to do not with one but at least 
half a dozen "Hittite" languages. Forrer, the discoverer of "the eight 
languages of the Boghaz-keui documents, " is inclined to think that the 
language of the hieroglyphs will turn out to be that of the Harri. 

Only the last of the three lectures was devoted to the problem of decipher- 
ment. The other two give a very good resume of the progress made in the 
last forty-odd years in recovering the history of the peoples of Asia Minor 
whom we have been, somewhat loosely, calling "Hittites." I am shocked 
to find 3800 b.c. given as the date of Sargon of Akkad (p. 20) . Are the Philis- 
tines and the Pelasgoi the same people (p. 23) ? Isn't it time to bury the 
name Bir-idri (p. 16) and read Adad-idri of Damascus? Let us hope that 
Dr. Cowley will find time to revise his decipherment in the light of the latest 
results obtained from the Boghaz-keui texts. 

d. d. luckenbill 

University of Chicago 



NEW CAPPADOCIAN TABLETS 

Some thirty years ago the attention of scholars was first directed to 
certain cuneiform documents which came from mounds near Caesarea 
(south of the Halys in central Cappadocia). The personal names found 
in these texts, many of them containing Ashir, or Ashur, as an element, were 
easily recognized as Assyrian. But the date of the documents was not so 
easily determined. It was usually given as "early Assyrian period" or 
"before 1500 b.c." Thureau-Dangin was able to date them in the twenty- 
fourth pre-Christian century by means of a seal impression found on a case 
tablet (RA, VIII, 1911). In view of the Assyrian names borne by the people 
who wrote these documents, and the fact that they dated events in Assyrian 
fashion (using the old Assyrian month names and the Zt'mmw-system) it 
has been concluded that we have to do, not with an Assyrian dependency, 
but rather with a colony of Assyrians in close touch with the mother country. 

Two new volumes of texts, one from tablets in the Louvre, 1 the other 
from tablets in the British Museum, 2 have just appeared, and will, when their 
contents have been digested, undoubtedly throw much light upon early 
Assyrian history. Names like Kiki, Kiki-danim, Ikunu (m), Shalim-ahum 
at once call to mind the earliest rulers of Assyria with whom we became 
acquainted largely through the tablets found by the Germans at Ashur 

i G. Contenau, Tablelles Cappadociennes. Paris: Geuthner, 1920. 18 pages and 
LXX plates. 

2 Sidney Smith, Cuneiform Texts from Cappadocian Tablets in the British Museum. 
London, 1921. British Museum. 26 pages and 52 plates. 



